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of ioumalistic interests. The file further mdicatcs that 
Gaudet was a casual contact of the New Orleans Office 
between 1955 and 1961 when, at various times, he furnished 
fragmentary intelligence. (174) 

Gamlet said he could not recall whether his trip to Mexico and other 

Oswald on y tlmt duy.(/77) Finally, Gaudet said 1,e f ^^? t l j^pjb- 
information concerning the omission oflusname fiom the list pu 
Kciw.rl in the Warren Commission Report.(77#j • , . . 

Based upon this evidence, the committee did m* finds basis for 
concluding that. Gaudet had contacted Oswald on behalf of 
Although there was a conflict between Gaudet s testimony andlns 
CT \°fi(e concerning the duration of his Agency contacts as we 1 as 
the performance of errands, there was no indication from his file or 
t ctimonv that Gaudet’s cooperation involved clandestine activity. V. 
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Z *(179) Particular attention was given to the charges that 
earlv discharge from the corps was designed to serve as a c 
an intelligent assignment and that his records reflected neither his 

true security clearance nor a substantial i>criod of service m Taiwan, 
inio su-uiuy , ‘t fKn nunaf.inn of whether 


[Ugcnoo, as well as to the issue of Oswald’s possible association 
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" 'oswaliPs 1 Marine Corps records bear no indication that ho ever re 
ceived any intelligence training or performed any mtelhgenceass.gn- 
ments during his term of service. As a Marine serving in Atsugi, Ja- 
nan Oswald had a security clearance of confidential, but nev^r received 
a*hi’<dier classification.^#?) In his Warren Commission testimony, 
joint E. Donovan, the officer who had been m charge of Oswald s crew 
at the El Toro Marine base in California, stated that all personnel 
working in the radar center were required to have a minimum security 
clearance of secret. ( 181 ) Thus, the allegation has been mndc that the 
security clearance of confidential in Oswald’s records is inaccurate. 

The committee, however, reviewed files belonging to four enlisted men V-yjAt 
vvnrlrPfl with Oswald either in Japnn or California and found ly . ^ 
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b) Rockefeller Commission investigation of CIA activities , 

In 1974 «nd 1975, in response to charges that the CIA had engaged 
n larre-scale SDving on American citizens and had com pi - w d -dossiers 
m ma^t^^commissmn headed bj^fe^^dentEochefeHer 
nvestigated whether domestic CIA activity the- Agency s 

stetiitory authoritv. Mai] intercepts, infiltration of dissident groups, 
Uegal wiretaps and break-ins were among the subjects of the 

The^ockefeller Commission concluded that the “great majority of 
he CIA’s, domestic' activities ^eonndyavitii its statutory authority ** 
Nevertheless, over the 28 years of its history, the CIA has engaged in 
iome activities that should be criticized .and not permitted to happen 

Lgain both in light of the limits imposed on the Agency by law and 

is a matter of public policy.” (<£) 


[c) The committee investigation — 

As the committee examined the Agency’s role in the investigation 
>f the death of the President, it focused its investigation in these areas : 
The Agency’s han dling of the Oswald case prior to the 

assassination; _ ... . , 

CIA support of the Warren Commission investigation ; and 
Developments relevant to the Kennedy assassination after pub- 
lication of the Warren report. 

The committee’s investigation proceeded on the basis of interviews, 
le positions and hearings. Evidence was received from present and 
former CIA officials and employees, as well as members and steff attor- 
neys of the Warren Commission. The CIA personnel who testified or 
rare interviewed were assured in writing by the Acting Director of 
Central Intelligence that their secrecy obligation to the CIA was not in 
iffect with respect to questions relevant to the committee s mqmry.(5) 
To the extent possible, the committeejiursued investigative leads by m- 
erviewing Cuban and Mexican citizens. Further, an extensive review 
>f CIA mid FBI files on Oswald’s activities outside of the United 
States was undertaken. The CIA materials made available to the com- 
nittee were examined in unabridged form. (6) 

Much of the information obtained by the committee came from pres- 
ort and former officials and employees of the CIA and dealt with sen- 
ntive sources and methods of the Agency. Since these sources and 
nethods are protected by law from unauthorized disclosure, this report 
jf the CIA investigation was written with the intention of not dis- 
posing them. Much of what is presented is, therefore, necessarily con- 
fiurionaty, since detailed analysis would have required revealing sensi- 
tive and classified sources and methods. 1 . . 

• ( 1 ) C/I A preassasskiation performance^ swaid tn Mexico City.— 
Iji individual identified as Lee Harvey Oswald came to the attention 
rf the CIA in the fall of 1963 when he made a trip to Mexico City. The 
xxnmittee the efforts of the CIA determine the true iden- 

aty of the individual, the nature ctf his visit to Mexico and with whom, 
if anyone, he might have associated while there. 

Cl A headquarters in Washington, D.C-, was informed on October 9, 
[963, that a person who identified himself as Oswald had contacted 
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the SovirtEmbessy in Mexico City on October 1, 1963. Headquarters 
waa^so-a^^Aat Oswxfd bad spoken with “ 

Stifled as Soviet Consul Kostikov on September 28, 1963, and that 
rXtoffraph, apparently of an American had been obtained. Tins 
photogifph P which was thought by some Agency peroimel tobe°f 
Oswald did not purport to be a positive identification of him. The sub- 

mined that Oswald was a former defector to the Soviet Lmon 
activity in Mexico City was considered to be potentially significant b 
both headquarters personnel and CIA intelligence sources ahroa . ( 
Headquarters, however, was not informed about ° s T. ald f ; T^ t ^ r ^ 
nor of his visits to the Cuban consulate. As a result, while other in- 
terested Federal agencies were apprised of Oswald s contact with the 
Soviet Embassy, they were not informed about his visa request or of 

th« „ 

the Soviet Embassy or Cuban consulate during oneor more of the con- 
SffiSS Oswald was identified by the CIA. ^ suspicion arose, 
at least in part, because the photograph obtained by CU “ 9^" 
her 1963 was sSaown after the assassination t% the FBI to OswMd 

mother as possibly showing her ^n^^lvTS^i ad^ 
person in the picture was her son’s taller, Jack Buby ) (II) In «iai 
^Tthe description, based on the photograph, that the CIA had re- 
ceived in its first report of Oswald’s contact with the Soviet Embaay 
in Mexico City, in fact bore no resemblance to Os^d,(I«) The man 
in the photograph was clearly neither Oswald nor ®^y, ®nd 
and FBI were unable (as was the committee) to establish the identity 
of the individual in the photograph. The overwhelming weight of the 
widl« tadicated to t L committee that the initial conSuaon of 
Agency employees that the individual in the photograph was Oswald 
TOsthI result of a careless mistake. It was not, the wmmittee believed, 
because the individual was posing as Oswald. In fart, the wmnnttee 
established that the photograph was not even obtained at a time when 
Oswald was reported to have visited the Soviet Embassy in Mexico 

^Sie^question of an Oswald imposter was also raised in afi FBI 
letterhead memorandum to the Secret Service dated November 23, 
1963. It was based in part upon information received by LIA head- 
quarters on October 9, 1963, that cm October 1, 1963, Oswald had con- 
tacted the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City : 

hi* The Central Intelligence Agency advised that on October 1, 

• 1963, an extremely sensitive source had reported that an mdi- 
vidual identified himself as Lee Oswald, who contacted the 

STiM amcf maintained that prior to the aasarntnation. It* “ ot 

•nJ aMto the person who rid ted the Cuban consulate In October IMS. .JSfiL 
.cure**. howemr. established that thU connection had in 

hoes made in eanj Ott*k*r IMS. 
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Soviet Embassy in Mexico City inquiring as to any messages. 
Special Agents of this Bureau, who have conversed with Os- 
wald in Dallas, Tex., have observed photographs of the indi- 
vidual referred to above And -have; listened to a recording -of 
his voice. These Special Agenic-cre of that the 

above-re ferred-to individual was not Lee Harvey Oswald. 

(U) 

In response to a committee inquiry, the FBI reported that no tape 
recording of Oswald’s voice was in fact, ever received. The Bureau 
explained that its Dallas office only received the report of a conversa- 
tion to which Oswald had been a party. This explanation was inde- 
pendently confirmed by the committee. A review of relevant FBI cable 
traffic established that at 7:23 p.m. (CST) on November 23, 1963. 
Dallas Special Agent-in -Charge Shanklin advised Director Hoover 
that onlv a report of this conversation was available, not an actual 
tape recording. On November 25, the Dallas office again apprised 
the Director that “[t]here appears to be some confusion in that no 
tapes were taken to Dallas * * * [0]nly typewritten [reports were] 
supplied * * *.”(15) 

Shanklin stated in a committee interview that no recording was ever 
received by FBI officials in Dallas. (16) Moreover, former FBI Special 
Agents James Hosty, John W. Fain, Burnett Tom Carter, and Arnold 
J. Brown, each of whom had conversed with Oswald at one time, in- 
formed the committee they had never listened to a recording of 
Oswald’s voice. 8 (17) 

Finally, on the basis of an extensive file review and detailed testi- 
mony by present and former CIA officials and employees, the commit- 
tee determined that CIA headquarters never received a recording of 
Oswald’s voice. (75) The committee concluded, therefore, that the in- 
formation in the November 23, 1963, letterhead memorandum was 
mistaken and did not provide a basis for concluding that there had 
been an Oswald imposter. 

The committee did, however, obtain independent evident# that 
someone might have posed as Oswald in Mexico in late September 
and early October 1963. The former Cuban consul in Mexico City, 
Eusebio Azcue, testified that the man who applied for an in-transit 
visa to the Soviet Union Was not the one who was identified as Lee 
Harvey Oswald, the assassin of President Kennedy on November 22, 
1963. Azcue, who maintained that he had dealt on three occasions in 
Mexico .with someone who identified himself as Oswald, described the 
man he claimed was an imposter as a 30-year-old white male, about 5 
feet 6 inches in height, with a long face and a straight and pointed 
nose. (19) 

Tn addition, the committee interviewed Silvia Duran, a secretary in 
the Cuban consulate in 1963. Although she said that it was in fact 
Oswald who had visited the consulate on three occasions, she described 
him as 5 feet 6, 125 pounds, with sparse blond hair, features that did 
not match those of Lee Harvey Oswald. (20) The descriptions given 
by both Azcue and Duran do bear a resemblance — height aside — to an 


* The committee did not contact the three other FBI special agents who had also con- 
versed with Oswald at one time. 


261 


alleged Oswald associate referred to in an uncondrmed report pro- 
videa by another' wntaess, Elena Garro de Paz, former wife of th 
noted M^xicairpoet, Octavio Paz. Elena Cairo described the associate, 
~^hom she claimed to have seen with Oswald at a party, as veiy tall 
and slender [with] * * * long blond hair * * * a gaunt face [and] a 

rather long protruding chin.” 4 (21) . . . 

Two other points warranted further investigation of the imposter 
issue. The Oswald who contacted the Russian and Cuban diplomatic 
compounds reportedly spoke broken, hardly recognizable Russian, yet 
there is considerable evidence that Lee Harvey Oswald relatively 
fluent in this language. (22) In addition, Silvia Duran told the com- 
mittee that Oswald was not at the Cuban consulate on September 28, 
1963, a day the consulate was closed to the public. (23) The committee 
— obtained reliable evidence of a sensitive nature from another source, 
however, ffiaClTperson who identified himself as Oswald met with 

Duran at the consulate that day. (24) 

The imposter issue could, of course, have been easily resolved had 
photographs of the person or persons in question been taken at the 
entrance to the Cuban consulate and Soviet Embassy. The Cuban 
Government maintained to the committee that the Cuban consulate 
was under photographic surveillance. In fact, the Cuban Government 
provided the committee with photographs of the alleged surveillance 
camera location. (25) The committee had other reports that the CIA 
had obtained a picture of Oswald that was taken during at least one 
of his visits to the Soviet Embassy and Cuban consulates. (£o) I he 
CIA, however, denied that such a photograph had been obtained, and 
no such pictures of Oswald were discovered by the committee during 
its review of the Agency’s files. (27) 

Despite the unanswered questions, the weight of the evidence sup- 
ported the conclusion that Oswald was the individual who visited the 
Soviet Embassy and Cuban consulate. Silvia Duran, who dealt with 
Oswald at three different times, told the committee she was certam that 
' the individual who applied for an in-transit visa to Russia via Cuba 
was Oswald. (28) She specifically identified the individual in the photo- 
graph on Oswald’s visa application form as the Lee Harvey Oswald 
who had visited the Cuban consulate. (29) Moreover, Duran stated that 
Oswald’s visa application was signed in her presence. (SO) 

Duran’s statements were corroborated by Alfredo Mirabal who 
succeeded Azcue as Cuban consul in Mexico City in 1963. Mirabal 
testified that on two occasions, from a distance of 4 meters, he had 
observed Oswald at the Cuban consulate and that this was the same 
person who was later photographed being shot by Jack Ruby. (81) 
Further, the committee was given access by the Cuban Government to 
Oswald’s original visa application, a carbon copy of which had been 
supplied, to the Warren Commission. Testimony before the committee 
established that each of these forms had been signed separately. (32) 
The application papers were photographed, and the signature on them 
was then studied by the committee’s panel of handwriting experts. The 
panel’s analysis indicated that the signature on both forms was that of 
Lee Harvey Oswald. 5 (33) Finally, reliable evidence of a sensitive 
nature provided to the committee by the CIA tended to indicate that 

4 Elena Garro’ 8 allegation is discussed in more detail In section I C 2, supra. 

•s Cuotn Consul Ascne Indicated to the committee that consulate practice In 1963 pro- 
hibited anDlicatlona from being removed from the consulate premises to be filled ont else- 
wSSS. SS S stmtedrSwerer, that applications could be filled ont elsewhere. 
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